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Neutrinos from extragalactic core-collapse supernovae (SNe) Simulation setup
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Fig. 6. Differential event rate (clear ice, 127 strings)

Noise cuts Results SN detection rate and detector reach — LLmodel N.>3 - Dark SN model, N, >3
= Reject events triggered by sensor noise using hit topology = SN detection probability computed from eff. mass in clear ice L -~ TBP model, N, >3
= Eff. mass significantly reduced, low noise rate is crucial! (~5 Mtons for 61 strings, ~12 Mtons for 127 strings); see Fig. 7 . |
= Need to ~double number of strings to 127 for ~10 Mtons = Using Fig. 7 and Fig. 1, taking observed as lower and predicted SN = 0.8/
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